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gentleman born, and, in the time of his youth and vigour,
drew in an old maiden daughter of a Scotch earl to marry
him.1 His characters are miserably wrought, in many things
mistaken, and all of them detracting,2 except of those who
were friends to the Presbyterians. That early love of liberty
he boasts of is absolutely false; for the first book that I
believe he ever published is an entire treatise in favour of
passive obedience and absolute power; so that his reflec-
tions on the clergy, for asserting, and then changing those
principles, come very improperly from him. He is the
most partial of all writers that ever pretended so much to
impartiality; and yet I, who knew him well, am convinced
that he is as impartial as he could possibly find in his heart;
I am sure more than I ever expected from him; particularly
in his accounts of the Papist and fanatic plots. This work
may be more properly called " A History of Scotland during
the Author's Time, with some Digressions relating to Eng-
land," rather than deserve the title he gives it. For I
believe two thirds of it relate only to that beggarly nation,
and their insignificant brangles and factions. What he suc-
ceeds best in, is in giving extracts of arguments and debates
in council or Parliament. Nothing recommends his book
but the recency of the facts he mentions, most of them
being still in memory, especially the story of the Revolu-
tion; which, however, is not so well told as might be ex-
pected from one who affects to have had so considerable a
share in it. After all, he was a man of generosity and good
nature, and very communicative; but, in his ten last years,
was absolutely party-mad, and fancied he saw Popery under

1  Lady Margaret Kennedy, daughter to the Earl of Cassilis.    [S.]

2  A note in Swift's Works, vol. ix., pt. ii. [1775] says : After "detract-
ing," add " Many of which were stricken through with his own hand, but
left legible in the MS.; which he ordered, in his last will, 'his executor to
print faithfully, as he left it, without adding, suppressing, or altering it
in any particular.'   In the second volume, Judge Burnet, the Bishop's
son and executor, promises that' the original manuscript of both volumes
shall be deposited in the Cotton Library.'    But this promise does not
appear to have been fulfilled;  at least it certainly was not in 1736,
when two letters were printed, addressed to Thomas Burnet, Esq.    In
p. 8 of the Second Letter, the writer [Philip Beach] asserted, that he
had in his  own possession  'an authentic and  complete   collection
of the castrated passages.'"   [T, S.]